Dear Paul 


7/21/69 


Archives assurances that^^ave^vLythin^ttev h U CCYe f ed in the repeated 
copies of this correspondence, some of which i l a a bit°heated aU T° PSy ^ * S ° u 13376 
I have been led to believe these do not edst 1 1 ! J® ated - In each ease 
asfeed the SS for these items, but I belief I* d^d that ^ f?® 811 Whether 1 also 
replace the missing Archives copies. ~ th * ° r C0lled on them to 

to remain verbal! For^xampleJ ^recall lakltl ° f my spe£ific requests 

first got this list from CD371 for the film recast o verbal request after I 
not in the Archives, "his also 2y L in ^t^ '*”* t0ld th<37 8re 

M in a legal proceeding (shrri 8 have b made S t^ific S r fillal ! y QSread to represent 
more recent things I sent vnu . 0od 5*° re< l ues t again, one of the 

(Parenthetically, one of tL great eviirifMtfnnirt 1 ^ t° f sree » after «H this time, 
a Kennedy-connected lawyer who was giving- though to^nre® a f, OUnd ms to turn off 
more than 8 year sgc when -^ark misused whnt t h a a e nting me in such a suit 

Beginning at that moment, tMs Sj would 2t rest^ r* Harris ia ®-°- ♦ 
friendly. He is not the only one to whom this h* alth6Ugil batJ teen more than 

Bud to say a lawyer with these connections would h PP ane • It is no reflection on 
I will again seek to approach him if Bns d _ aQ + S ' V ?. i e0n pr9ferat, le. Once Bud moves 

aspect of the law.) eciaiist in a different but pertinent 

specific, ITiTZU "?«»** ** *• ai =» 

cbest pictures is also important in^hi^re ^ 1 h8d hissed about tbs 

called this oversignt to L attention * Sp0Ct » and . X Particularly gled you 

it also stretches credulity that much* farthur^t hat Blithe 0 t0 + tile b ° ok - ° f Course , 
directly addressed the cuestion of direct^or havo /u 11 ^ poc ^ ures that could hsve 
pertiuant to .cat I dlecotersl iu tS pSerr^St/"””” 4 - * la "»•*»■«» 

I will keep you posted. 


Sincerely, 


-Harold Seisberg 


